
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE | 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


| ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/685,822 


10/15/2003 


Lawrence Coppa 


10290/1 


5267 



7590 

Michael R. Friscia 
Wolff & Samson PC 
One Boland Drive 
West Orange, NJ 07052 



06/15/2005 



EXAMINER 



JOHNSON, JERROLD D 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3728 

DATE MAILED: 06/15/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



s 





Application No. 

10/685,822 


Applicant(s) 

COPPA, LAWRENCE 


Examiner 

Jerrold Johnson 


Art Unit 

3728 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 04 February 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-28 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-28 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

£))□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. _. 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) K Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 04 Feb. 2004 . 6) □ Other: . 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ™ — - _ ._. ~ " — — - — ~ 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20050529 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Drawings 



The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the pins of claim 13 
and the fan folding of claim 14 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 



Claims 12 and 13 are objected to because of the following informalities: Both of 
these claims should depend from claim 1 1, not claim 10, as they both recited "the 
dispensing container" which has been set forth in claim 1 1 . The claims have been 
examined as though they depend from claim 11. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1-3,5,6,7 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by either: SeacoastNH.com, As I Please, by J. Dennis Robinson, Vol. 3, No 
20, Sept. 26, 1999, Hurricanes, Fallout, Dynamite & Y2K. See first three lines: "I was 
almost packed and just tearing off some Saran Wrap for my toothbrush when the phone 
rang." or Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, Final ED, P 07, Friday, December 20, 2002. 
Smart Packing for Better Travel. "Put your toothbrush under wraps (plastic wrap that is) 
when you travel this holiday season." 
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Both of these references disclose the well known practice of wrapping 
toothbrushes with plastic wrap or Saran Wrap so as to protect the toothbrush. 

Re claim 1, both of these references inherently disclose wrapping the head and 
bristles. 

Re claim 2, plastic wrap and Saran Wrap are both known to possess the cling 
property. 

Re claim 3, plastic wrap and Saran Wrap are plastic. 
Re claim 5, sheets torn from both plastic wrap and Saran Wrap rolls are 
rectangular. 

Re claim 6, this limitation is inherently disclosed in both of the references. 

Re claim 7, this limitation is also inherently disclosed in both of these references. 

Re claim 15, plastic wrap and Saran Wrap are both provided typically in a roll. 

2. Claims 1-3,5-8,10 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dickson et al. US 6,521,310. 

Dickson discloses a cling wrap manufactured of a plastic material. The cling 
wrap is disposed in a stacked sheet form 1 . A liner 2 separates rectangular sheets 1 of 
the cling wrap. The cling wrap of Dickson is inherently capable of the intended use of 
wrapping a toothbrush, as is evidenced by either SeacoastNH.com or Milwaukee 
Journal Sentinel. The cling wrap is also of sufficient size to wrap the head and bristles 
of a toothbrush, as set forth in claim 6. And, the cling wrap may be disposed in a roll 
form, as set forth in claim 15. See Fig. 4. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 22,23,27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over either SeacoastNH.com or Milwaukee Journal Sentinel. 

Re claims 22,23,27 and 28. These method claims set forth the obvious method 
of practicing the invention as set forth by either SeacoastNH.com or Milwaukee Journal 
Sentinel. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
torn a sheet from the Saran Wrap of SeacoastNH.com or the plastic wrap of Milwaukee 
Journal Sentinel and wrapped a toothbrush as suggested by these two references, so 
as to protect a toothbrush. It further would have been obvious to also discard the sheet 
after use and provide a new sheet thereafter, as such a step merely involves the 
repeating of the previous steps. 

4. Claims 14 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over either SeacoastNH.com or Milwaukee Journal Sentinel in view of 
Dickson etal. US 6,521,310. 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,822 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3728 

Neither SeacoastNH.com nor Milwaukee Journal Sentinel set forth methods for 
using sheets in a stacked configuration with a liner. 

Dickson inherently discloses s methods of using his sheet, but does not set forth 
the use of the sheet with a toothbrush. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
the sheets of Dickson as a toothbrush wrapping in a manner taught by either 
SeacoastNH.com or Milwaukee Journal Sentinel so as to protect a toothbrush. 

Specifically regarding claim 14, fan folding is not shown in the present 
application, and is not mentioned in the application until claim 14. Accordingly, no 
definition for fan folding is set forth and this term is accordingly interpreted broadly. The 
cited references of SeacoastNH.com, Milwaukee Journal Sentinel and Dickson do not 
explicitly describe folding, but folding the sheet about a toothbrush while wrapping it 
inherently occurs. And, as no definition of "fan folding" is provided, such inherent 
folding could be construed as "fan folding". 

5. Claim 4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dickson et al. US 6,521,310 in view of Bowskill et al 4,795,669. 

Re claim 4, Dickson discloses cling wrap in a stacked sheet form 1, where the 
sheets 1 of the cling wrap are rectangular. 

Bowskill in Figs. 10-16 discloses square sheets of protective plastic wrap. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make 
the protective sheets of Dickson from a square shape for aesthetic purposes. 
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Re claim 9, Dickson discloses in col. 5, lines 1 and 2, securing sheets together 
using spot gluing. Dickson does not indicate where the spot gluing is used. 

Bowskill further shows adhesive disposed at the ends, and by doing so discloses 
adhesive "at one end" as set forth in this claim. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
provided the adhesive spots of the protective sheets of Dickson on one end, as taught 
by Bowskill, so as to properly secure the sheets to the liners. 

6. Claims 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dickson, as applied above, and further in view of Simon US 2,034,885. 

Dickson does not disclose an open sided dispenser for his stack of sheets. 

Simon discloses a common arrangement for open sided dispensers for sheets. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide an open sided dispenser for the stack of sheets of Dickson, so as to dispense 
the sheets in an attractive manner. 

7. Claims 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dickson in view of Simon US 2,034,885, as applied above, and further in view of 
Schneider et al US 6,385,948. 

Dickson in view of Simon does not disclose two holes in the sheets and two pins 
in the dispenser. 
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Providing stacked sheets with two holes such that they sheets can be disposed 
on two pins and dispensed therefrom is well known. Schneider et al US 6,385,948 
discloses such an arrangement with stacked bags where the bags include two 
apertures, and retainers 4 having two pins 5 are used with the apertures of the stacked 
bags while the bags are disposed within a dispensing container 8 so as to keep the 
stacks in the proper orientation during shipment. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide pins and apertures to the corresponding sheets of Dickson in view of Simon to 
secure the sheets and prevent the sheets from being undesirably un-stacked 
prematurely, in particular while the product is being shipped. 

8. Claims 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
SeacoastNH.com nor Milwaukee Journal Sentinel in view of Collard US D1 55,271 and 
Examiner Official Notice. 

Neither SeacoastNH.com nor Milwaukee Journal Sentinel disclose a dispensing 
container for the Saran Wrap or plastic wrap. 

Dispensing containers for Saran Wrap or plastic wrap are well known and are 
often of the same configuration as is commonly used for paper dispensers, with many 
such dispensers being used for both purposes. 

Collard discloses a dispenser container inherently suitable for use with Saran 
Wrap or plastic wrap, and is of a type that can be commonly seen in the meat and deli 
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departments of grocery stores. The dispenser container of Collard is essentially 
identical to that disclosed in the present application, and set forth in claims 16-19. 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a 
well known roll dispenser configuration such as shown by Collard to dispense the roll of 
sheets of either SeacoastNH.com or Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, as it is known to be 
easier to dispense cling sheets from a secured dispenser than from a box. 

With respect to claims 20 and 21 , these are the common steps of tearing a sheet 
of cling wrap from a roll so as to wrap a product, a process that can easily be observed 
again at a grocery store. The user of the cling wrap dispenses a suitable amount of 
wrap from the roll, places the product to be wrapped against the wrap, and tears the 
wrap while maintaining contact of the wrap to the product so that the sheet is wrapped 
around the product before it can cling to itself. Should the roll be used for toothbrushes 
it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use this same well known 
process. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jerrold Johnson whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7141 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 to 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu can be reached on 571-272-4562. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JDJ 




Mickey Yu 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3700 



